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$230 million in benefit improvements that are
not contained in the Clinton budget plan.
Those are the facts.

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr. BUYER].

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Chairman, I also
rise in opposition to the President’s
budget. I agree with the Secretary of
the VA that the President’s budget
will, in fact, be devastating to the VA.
The President slashes VA medical care
spending by $4 billion while at the
same time raiding $18 million from the
National Cemetery Service at the same
time as more veterans, in fact, are
dying. It bothers me tremendously.

One point I would like to make is, I
have to ask where is the President’s
commitment? I ask that because the
President, first he said he would bal-
ance the budget in 5 years, then he said
we can do it in 7 years, then he said I
think we can do it in 9 years, then he
said I think we will balance the budget
in 10 years, then he said I think we can
reach it in 8 years, then he said some-
where between 7 and 9, and today he
sent to the floor a budget for 6 years.

Where is the commitment? This is a
President that opposed the balanced
budget amendment. Bill Clinton has
the commitment of a Kamikaze pilot
on his 37th mission.

Where is your commitment, Mr.
President?

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would
caution Members their remarks should
be addressed to the Chair.

Mr. SABO. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 30 seconds.

I want to only say it is the Presi-
dent’s program that reduced the Fed-
eral deficit by more than 50 percent
over all the ‘‘no’’ votes of the Repub-
lican, now majority, when they were in
the minority. It is the President’s pro-
gram that has brought record growth
of over 81⁄2 million new jobs since 1993.
The President does not have to listen
to lectures from people who voted ‘‘no’’
on real deficit reduction in 1993. He has
not just talked about it, he has done it.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. OLVER]

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, the
President’s budget is not perfect, but
the President’s budget does prove that
we can balance the budget in 6 years
without extreme cuts in health care
and education and housing and law en-
forcement and environmental protec-
tion. But while those extreme propos-
als get most of the attention, I would
like to point out to other areas of the
extremist Republican budget that have
at least as many bad implications for
our future, and those areas are sci-
entific research and development and
our public transportation.

The Committee on the Budget plan
cuts civilian science by $l5 billion over
6 years. It phases research and solar
and renewable energy way down and
wipes out energy conservation and re-
search in fossil energy efficiencies. It

eliminates technology partnerships
with businesses, including advanced
technology development and manufac-
turing extension.

Now, these are the very investments
that create high-paying jobs to grow
our economy while protecting our envi-
ronment and quality of life.

Now, public transportation gets peo-
ple to jobs and to their medical ap-
pointments while conserving energy
and protecting the environment. Com-
pletely missing the interconnection be-
tween public transportation and our
energy and environmental security
needs, the Republican budget slashes
support for transportation systems
that are used in every urban commu-
nity, large and small, all over America.

What kind of future will those poli-
cies leave us? Well, a bleak future at
best.

So we should reject the Committee
on the Budget’s renewal of extremist
proposals and adopt instead the Presi-
dent’s budget as a far better invest-
ment in our future, and I urge all my
colleagues to support the President’s
sensible priorities.

Mr. BASS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas [Mr. HUTCHINSON].

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Chairman, I
find the use of the term ‘‘extremist’’ in
reference to the Republican budget
rather ironic when looking at the sec-
tion dealing with veterans’ health care
spending. The veterans in this country
want a balanced budget. They know
what it is to sacrifice for our country,
and they want a balanced budget, but
they want a balanced budget that is
fair, in which we do not attempt to bal-
ance the budget of this country on the
backs of our Nation’s veterans. The
President’s budget seeks to balance the
budget on their backs at their expense.

That is why the Secretary of Veter-
ans’ Affairs rightly said that the Presi-
dent’s budget would be devastating to
the veterans’ health care spending in
this country, and that is why the na-
tional commanders of four of our major
veteran service organizations wrote the
Secretary of Veterans’ Affairs this
week saying that in fact there was not
adequate funding for a viable health
care system in the President’s budget
and urging that it not be supported and
saying that they would oppose it and
all other budgets that fail to provide
for our veterans.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WALKER] earlier called the Presi-
dent’s budget the UFO budget. I rather
like that and think that is rather accu-
rate. But if we look at the veteran sec-
tion, we can call it the big dipper budg-
et because in the next 4 years in the
area of VA medical spending there is a
20-percent cut in veteran spending for
health care in the President’s budget.
That is devastating. It would reduce
from $17 to $13 billion over the next 4
years. It is over a 20-percent cut in
medical care. We cannot tolerate that.

The President’s budget would spend
$5 billion less on veterans’ medical care

over the next 6 years than the Repub-
lican House budget. The House budget
even next year spends $100 million
more on VA health care than does the
President.

There is nothing extreme about that,
but there is fairness to our Nation’s
veterans.

Again I say, Mr. Chairman the veter-
ans of this country want a balanced
budget, but they want a balanced budg-
et that is fair. They do not want, as
this chart indicates, a 20-percent cut in
medical care spending with no expla-
nation of how those cuts will be
achieved, simply putting them at the
expense of our Nation’s veterans. That
is not right, it is not fair. The Presi-
dent’s budget fails the fairness test for
our Nation’s veterans.

Mr. Chairman, that is why we need to
oppose this Clinton budget.

Mr. SABO. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 30 seconds.

Veterans funding is the gentleman’s
top priority. He should have voted for
the coalition budget because that budg-
et had less cuts in veterans’ care than
the majority proposal. But, in reality,
what will govern the funds available
for VA funding in the next several
years is a total level of discretionary
funding. That is what is going to give
appropriations the flexibility for fund-
ing VA. Cuts in discretionary funding
are much deeper, much more severe,
than those projected in the President’s
budget.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from New York [Mrs.
LOWEY].

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will
rise informally in order that the House
may receive a message.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KOLBE) assumed the chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will receive a message.
f

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Edwin Thom-
as, one of his secretaries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Committee will resume its sitting.
f

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON
THE BUDGET, FISCAL YEAR 1997

The Committee resumed its sitting.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman

from New York [Mrs. LOWEY] is recog-
nized for 2 minutes.

(Mrs. LOWEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of the President’s 6-year
balanced budget.

This debate is about much more than
dollars and cents—it is about our Na-
tion’s fundamental priorities and val-
ues. The differences between the Ging-
rich budget and the President’s budget
are very clear. These plans offer com-
peting visions for America’s future,
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